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‘future punishment upon natural principles, and that|carry us to destruction, but it cannot carry us to 
| there is nothing in the scripture to disprove it, and thus| heaven. 
'granted, that neither seripture nor reason, prove the; I am sorry that it has not been in my power to ren- 


FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 





To the Rev. ‘ Hosea Ballou, of Boston,’ 





In answer to his letter to the author of a late publi- 
cation, entitled Final Restoration demonstrated, &c. 
published in the Magazine of December 15, 1821. 

Sir,—Your letter having been submitted (o the pub- 
lic, as one of the public, | have no apology to make for 
this notice of its style and matter. And notwithstand- 
ing the signature over which I write I shall claim for my 
arguments equally with yours in point of authority, be- 
cause in my appeals to the scriptures | shall consider 
them as true, and they, being subject to ‘ no private in- 
terpretation,’ every man of sense and information has 
an equal right to judge of their meaning. A copy of 
the above named publication, it appears from your ac- 
knowledgement, was presented you by the author, asa 
token of civility and friendship, in return for which, 
your letler appears to me, fer several reasons, to be ra- 


ther a coarse sort of acompliment. The author is your 


friend, believes in the same general sentiments with 


yourself. and presented the copy of his publication to 
you, as toa friend and brother, and not as to an oppo- 
nent by way of challenge, nor to a judge for his aj»pro- 
bation, ‘fhese circumstances, though they do not pro- 
hibit your addressing him on any opinion he may have 
published, yet they do require that such address, if it be 
made, should be conched in the most friendJy and re- 
spectful language. In this respect your letter is 
thought to be wanting; for instead of that gentle and 
jistructive style, snited to the case of those who are 
‘in search of truth alone,’ thes@ are your words. * Tn 
my first remark, sir, | will remind you of the very great 
parity, which to me appears, between your subject 
* That this remark fuils 


and your reasoning upon it.’ 


} 


iniinitely short of your subject is most apparent.’ Of the 


harshness and dogmatism of these remarks you were ' 


ensible and therefore prefaced them with this gracious 
saying, *J feel a hope that you will not receive it as un- 
kind in me that I have used the freedom to call this 


subject in question.” But Jeaving the style as 4 matter 


f minor consequence, | am constrained to doubt the | 


truth of your bold assertions. What is the subject? 
and what is the reasoning? From page 43 to page 53, 


oe 


perfect happiness of all men at temporal death. The 
argument drawn by the author from the inefficiency of 
puuishment in this life, in some cases, it seems you con- 
trived to misunderstand, but not to refate. When he 
said that * to all appearance, chastisetsents do not al- 
| ways in the present state, complete their benevojent de- 
sign,’-why did you not as a candid brother, either ad- 
mit the inefficiency of chastisement or attempt to prove 
its efficacy in ail cases in this life? Let me ask, what 
appearance would prove that chastisements do not al- 
ways in this present state complete their benevolent de- 
sign? Would not the appearance of unsubdued pas- 
sions, and uncorrected vices to the close of life, prove 
that chastisements did not, in those cases, complete 
jtheir benevolent design in this life? 
ichallenged those appearances as proofs that punish- 
ment was not always effectual, why did you exclaim 
‘to ail appearance,’ and then gravely ask him, * why, 
sir, did you ever see the appearance of a spirit, after all 
the sufferings of this mortal state were closed?’ He 
had said nothing about the appearance of spirits, but 
only said in substance, that the proofs, that chastise- 
ments in the present state tn all cases completed their 
benevolent designs did not appear. Now, if such 
proofs do appear, it was yours to have shown them to 
the world. In what you say about the advocates of fu- 
ture misery’s not attempting to prove that sin would 
exist in a future state, | think you appear unfortunately 
ignorant, Seeing there are hundreds of authors who 
|have attempted to prove that many lire and die in sin, 
|rémain in sin, and will rise * to the resurrection of dam- 
nation.” There are a few other topics in your letter, 
| designed to prove that there will be no future punish- 
ment, which I shal] also notice, as ] have my pen in 
hand. You, in speaking of a future state, cal) it * that, 
|to us, unknown world.’ At this I was utterly amazed 
jand astonished! then we do not know that a future 
| world exists ; and if it does, we do not know whether 
it will be, to us, a world of happiness or of misery !— 
And yet, notwithstanding all this dreadful ignoranee, 
you affirm that ‘ sin will never exist in a future state.’ 
You attempt to prove that ‘ adultery, fornication,’ and 








If so, when he! 








tt t is answering this objection against the * final : 
pee: anon : cm . {several other pretty words and decds will, not only, | 
restoration,’ viz. * future punishments are strictly eter- | 4 ‘ Peer’ 
1 i hich b F ‘ that Cha’ not exist, or be practiced there, but that the principle, 
n in which answer he endeavors to prove that the | ; ; ‘ye . ; 
al, in P ~ | or even the consciousness of sin will never exist there. 


punishments mentioned in the bible are limited in their 
duration, and corrective in their design. And on page 
52 he admits that this punishment will ‘extend beyond | 
the grave,’ for the three following reasons, taken to- | 
gether—1. * There is at least a possibility, even from | 
the mere light of nature, that buman sufferings extend 
beyond the grave.’ 2. * The contrary it must be con- | 
ceded is no where advanced in the inspired writings.’ 

3. * To all appearance chastisements do not always, in 

the present state, complete their benevolent design.’ | 
Now, this is the reasoning of the author ;—The benevo- | 


Jent and revealed designs of God in chastisements, be- | 
ing * to all appearance’ not completed in this life, they | 
then require that the chastisements should be renewed | 
in a future state, the scriptures no where oppose it, and 
it is accordant with the light of nature; and from this 
he concludes ‘ they will be renewed in the world of | 
epirits.? Now, sir, if you see a great disparity between 
this reasoning and the subject, | am compelled to say, 
that you have fallen * infinitely short’ of making it ‘ ap- 
parent.” You kave silently admitted the possibility of 


| 





In proof that all men suffer punishment enough in this 
world, not to deserve apy in a future state, you quote 
one single passage only, viz. ‘sufficient unto the day 
is the evil thereof.? Sound reasoning! because the 
apostles of Christ were not to increase unnecessarily,the 
already sufficient evils and sufferings of to-day, by in- 
dulging useless and anxious thoughts of to-morrow ; 
therefore, there will be punishment enough in this 
world. And to prove that there will be no future pun- 
ishment, nor any sin in a future state, you quote Ro- 


;Mans vi 7, ‘He that is dead, is freed from sin.” Let 


us bere inquire what dead does the apostle mean? and 
if the connexion be allowed to furnish the answer, it 
wil] answer, that the dead unto sin are freed from sin. 
And the apostle thus concludes, therefore, (because we 
have been baptised in the death of Christ) * let us count 
ourselves to be dead indeed unto sin, but alive unto 
God.’ This passage, therefore, is nothing to your 
point. I must further say, that your elegant figure of 
rhetoric, ‘pain brings man into the world, and pain 
carries him out,’ argers rather badly forus. Pain might 





der you more assistance hitherto. 
Yours, &c. REASON. 
ED 2. a 
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JESOP AND HIS BOY AGAIN. 


To-day a messenger, by whom I had sent to the post- 
office for the Magazine, as he passed along, handed it 
to my boy, whom he saw at the side of the road. 

Presently the Jad came in, exclaiming, ‘ Pa, my 
question to you about the butterflies is answered !’ 

Well, my son, said I, you may stand here by me ani 
read it over. He began, ‘Sir, having waited some 
time to see an answer to Mr. Asop’s question, which 
appeared in your paper of December Ist ult.’ (Stop 
said I, my son—You need not read the introductory 
part, but slide along to where the answer begins.) He 
recommenced, ‘Submit to him and your readers the 
following answer.’—‘ By the worms, sop means man- 
kind in their present state; and, by the butterfies, he 
intends to represent mankind in a future state.’ ‘Is 
that right, Pa?’ (1 meant the butterflies, said J, to re- 
present man in his immortal state) Yes, that is right. 
He continued, * Question, means this ; would it be just 
in Deity to punish mankind, in a future state, for sins 
committed here?’ (That's it said I.) Reads,—‘* We 
here arrive at the very ‘core’ of your correspondent’s 
sentiments; he believes in punishment in this world, 
because men have here a mischievous nature ; but, not 
in a future’ (immortal) ‘ state, because this mischievous 
nature will be done away.’ (Right.) ‘ And therefore 
he believes, not only that it would be cruel, but unjust, 
to punish the dear little butterflies for what they did in 
a stage of their existence when they had a mischievous 
nature.’ (Ah! that’s the question.) ‘* But why, we 
ask, would it be unjust ?? (Now, said 1, we shall hear 
his reasons.) Reeds, ‘ Hsop does not pretend to prove’— 
[Pretend to prove what? said 1, Does the man think 
I would prove, and then put the question for proof?]— 


_Reads,—‘ Impliedly says, the worms all escaped pun- 


ishment’—[ What does the man mean? He just above 


| said, * He, [ £sop] believes in punishment in this world,’ 


and now he says he does not.] Well, said I, go on till 
you come to hisanswer. * His reasoning, however, ad- 
mits, that though the time of their doing the mischief 
had gone by, yet, as they had not been punished’— 
{Had not been punished, when ‘he believes in punish- 
ment in this world?’ How could the man say I be- 
lieve in punishment in this world, and yet, when this 
world is through with, * they had not been punished !”] 
Well, go on to his answer. ‘* Would have been just for 
the boy to have punished them, [the butterflies] had 
they not lost both the nature and consciousness of 
worms’—[ Who said they had lost the consciousness of 
their having been worms? Will the man contend, 
that, ‘ when this mortal shall have put on immortality,” 
we shal] not bave lost our present nature? If so, does 
it follow that we shall have lost consciousness of our 
present nature end condition? If it does, it is a con- 
sequence which flows from his own belief as well as 
mine, unles he denies the change of man from mortali- 
ty to immortality.) Well,—go on to his answer, ‘It 
ji. e. the doctrine of the resurrection, or change from 
mortality to immortality} destroys allsense of accounta- 
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bility to God, except while in this life’—-[ How so? 
This is supposing that our dependance on God will 
cease ; for we shall be accountable to God so long as 
we are dependant on him.} Goon, ‘And all hope 
of good, but in the things of this world.’ [Then he 
would have it that a change from mortality, sin, sor- 
row, pain, and death, to immortality, holiness, happi- 
ness, and endless life, affords no hope of good '] Well, 
go on ty his answer. ‘ It denies the doctrine of the re- 
surrect.on ; for, according to it, neither this body, nor 
this mind, will exist hereafter !’—[Then, if 1 should 
hold that thie carnal body, and, of course, this carnal 
mind, will re-exist it would be acknowledging ‘ the doc- 
trine of the resurrection, would it? Is the man’s opin- 
jon so directly the reverse of that of St. Paul, who de- 
clares, ‘It is sown a nafural body; it is raised a spir- 
itual body? and yet call himself a * Christian Univer- 
salist ??—Read on, and let us have his answer. ‘ And 
when we see Esop placing his doctrine in the columns 
of a christian paper, we cannot refrain from reminding 
him of the famous fable of the apples, and their com- 
panions, floating in the river.’ ‘ Pa, what does this 


UNIVERSALIST 


MAGAZINE. 


~~ pOH THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


‘To the Editor of the Magazine, 

Sir,—The answer of our Lord, to Nicodemus, re- 
specting the.second birth, or being born again, I here 
transcribe from John 3d chapter, and 5th to the 8th 
verses inclusive: ‘ Jesus answered, verily verily, I say 
unto thee, except a man be born of water, and of the 
Spirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of God. That 
which is born of the flesh is flesh; and that which is 
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“* Far be if from God that he should do wickedness.” 


How dishonorable to God, and repugnant to every 
principle of humanity is the idea, that God will rejoice 
in torturing his creatures through all the coming ages of 
time! How ungrateful to accuse the Father of our 
spirits---that Being who hath always done us good, with 
such atrocity! Are there no bounds to ingratitude ? 





born of the Spigit is spirit. Marvel not that I said unto | 
thee, ye must be born again. The wind bloweth where 
it listeth, and thou hearest the sound thereof, but canst 
not tell whence it cometh, and whither it goeth: so is 
every one that is born of the Spirit.’ 

The common jdea, Mr. Editor, as has been explain- 
ed to me, never satisfied. my mind; it is something like 
the following: * A person embracing the religion of the 
day, with implicit faith, in the life, death, and resurrec- 
tion of our Lord Jesus Christ, is really one of those who 
has received the second birth.’ Did you, sir, ever 
hear of one, of this description, who could go and come 





mean?’ Ans. I suppose it means that the writer would | 
distinguieh himself, as a ‘ Christian Universalist,’ from 
an un-christian one! Readon. ‘ We do not think he 
can be fairly excused for taking all for granted, and | 
sending with them [Esop’s sentiments] no shadow of 
proof from the bible.” [Then it is utterly inexcusable 
to ask a simple question, without accompanying it with 
biblical proof of the sentiment it purports to favor !— 
This is a kind of etiquette with which I am unacquaint- 
ed. However, I hope, after all, to be excused; and 
plead for it on the ground that I live far back in the 
country.] Read on to the answer. ‘ To show, that 
we feel neither unfriendly to him, nor averse to discuss- 
ing, with him, the question of a future state of just, 
reasonable, and disciplinary punishment, we wil] here 
frankly state to him the grounds on which, in our opin- 
ion, his sentiments must be supported, if they can be, 
at all, fairly supported, as scripture doctrine.” [What 
now? Is a simple answer to a simple question to re- 
guire discussion ; and that upon rules to be prescribed 
by the respondent? Why, really, ] begin to think the 
grand answer, I have been listening to hear so long, is 
turning out to be ne answer atall!} Well, go on and let 
us see. ‘ist. It must be clearly shown—2d. It must 
be proved—or, Sd. It must be proved, &c.’ ‘ Pa, 
what makes you laugh *’ No matter—read on. ‘But 
again; if it be true {i. e, that we shal] be new crea- 
tures in the resurrection, which | verily think we shall 
be, as we shall ‘ be in Clrist,’] then David waited, in 
vain, to go to his deparied and beloved son, &c.’— 
[Now, if the contrary had been true, viz. that we shall 
be just such mortal, sinful, sorrowing creatures as we 
are now, David would nef have waited, in vain, to go 
to his beloved son!) * Likewise they, who 
died in the bope of a better resurrectian, are perished.’ 
[Perished hecatse they hoped for a better resurrection ! 
And would have perished if the resurrection were to re- 
instate us jn as good a condition as we are now in! 
I cannot comprehend this; but I suppose it is good and 
sound argument, it being in favor of a good and sound 
cause!] Readon. ‘IT may judge of others by my- 
self, this is a most miserable doctrine, either to live by, 
or to die by.” Tere, in substance, we.come to the end 
of what is called an * answer? io the question, * Would 
it be just, in Deity, to punish mankind in a future state 


Read on. 


as the wind-—and not be seen from * whence’ he * com- 
eth,’ or * whither’ he *goeth ?? Our Saviour adds, ‘ so 
is every one that is born of the Spirit.’ The scriptures 
seem to convey a different conception, than the one | 
have been taught. Our blessed Lord, as | understand, 
was the first known to be born of the Spirit, could go 
and come as easy as the wind thatblows. I will quote 
you a few passages from the scriptures, by way of illus- 
tration, in order that you may have a clearer view of 
what I would wish to convey—the first passages are 
from Luke xxiv 31. 36 to 39, ‘And their eyes were 
opened, and they knew him; and he vanished out of 
their sight. And.as they thus spake Jesus himself stood 
in the midst of them, and saith unto them, peace be 
unto you, But they were terrified and affrighted, and 
supported they had seenaspirit. And he saith unto 
them, why are ye troubled. Behold my hands and my 
feet, itis | myse#. Handle me and see: fora spirit 
hath not flesh and bories, ‘as ye see me have. 

Again, John *x 19 20 26, * Then the same day at 
evening, being the frst day of the week, when the doors 
were shut, where the disciples were assembled for fear 
of the Jews, came Jesus, and stood in the midst, and 
saith unto them, peace be unto you, And, when he 
had so said, he shewed them his hands and his side. 
Then were the disciples glad when they saw the Lord. 
And, after eight days, again his disciples were within, 
and Thomas with them. ‘lhen came Jesus, the doors 
being shot, and stood in the midst, and said, peace be 
unto you.” ‘The above, sir, is what I understand to be 
the second birth, new bitth, or being born of the Spiri. 
However, if you, or any of your correspondents, can 
furnish me with a better explanation, I shall receive it 
with pleasure—as my determination is to * prove all 
things, hold fast that which is good.’ JOHN, 


- 


RATHER NOVEL. 


A person in the Richmond Enquirer, proposes a new 
republican translation of the Bible; the present he dis- 
likes, in consequence of fhe frequent reference to roy- 
alty ; and he proposes first to ask Congress for a few 
Hthousands to begim with, and then to preceeed with the 
translation, substituting for kings, princes, dukes, and 





for sims comu.itied here?’ It is concluded the doctrine 
which the question is meant to support, ‘is a most wis- 
erable doctrine ;’ and yet, after Jaboring through the 
columns of the Magazine, professedly to answer the 
question, and so destroy the ‘ most miserable doctrine,’ 
we do not find so much as a cosresponding * most mis- 
erable answer ;’ but that, which, indeed, is as near to it 
as ‘the apples’ were to ‘ their companions,’ viz. none 
atall! To the great disappointment of ESOP. 


Blessed are the meek: for they shall inherit the 





palaces, certain republican terms ; such as ruler, pre- 
sident, latge house, ef ce/era. ‘Whis is rather too fastid- 
ious, and, Mf persisted in, would destroy the effect of 
the Gmest passages, and altogether mar the eacred writ. 
Paul Allen observes, that the devil is termed in the bi- 
ble the prince of darkness. Now,says Mr. Allen, with 


a great deal of hamor, would you cail bin the pressden/ 
of darkness ?-~Gaz. 


(<3- We would advise onr brother, who contem- 
plates the above republican transiation of the scrip- 
tures, to learn the amount of the cost of the work, before 
he lays the affair before congress ; which can be accu- 





@arth.” Jesus Curis. 


rately ascertained by looking over the 18th and 19th 


Shall dependant man arise, and brand his Maker as a 
cruel, malignant tyrant? Shall a character be ascribed 
to God which sinful man would blush to bear? O mor- 
tal! cold and forgetful, let not thy tongue be active in 
slander, if it cannot be in praise. Remain speechless 
until thou shalt be encompassed with the cold clods of 
the valley. 

Believers in eternal misery, if such there be, to yon } 
address myself. Have you ever considered this doc- 
trine in relation to the character of God? If you have, 
do you think it right for God to give man an existence 
which will prove to him ap endless curse? Do you 
think it right for him to create beings purposely for 
damnation? Do you think it just for him to reprobate 
man to eternal woe, because he can if he pleases ? 
You that are the parents of children; could you jus- 
tify yourselves in murdering your children, because you 
brought them into the world? Do you not know that 
they have a claim upon your protection because you are 
their parents? Could you justify yourselves in divid- 
ing your family, to feed and pamper one part, starve, 
deny, and destroy the other? If you answer no. then 
do not accuse your Maker of this. Do not say that he 
was pleased to ordain some to eternal woe, to the praise 
of his vindictive justice. That which is wickedness in 
man would be in God: and, therefore, if it would be 
wicked for you to do it, it would forhim. We have 
been told that God by an absolute decree has fixed the 
fate of mau beyond the grave; sending thousands and 
thousands of the human family to burn in hell forever. 
Candid reader, if this is not wickedness, what is? 
Would it be safe for men to follow such examples, as 
far as they can? Ifthe president of the United States 
were to govern himself by such a principle, he would 
be «bhorred. But it may be said by some, that God 
has given us liberty to do as we choose; placing eternal 
life and eterna} death before us. A few questions wil} 
be submitted in relation to thissubject. Does God de- 
sire the happiness of man? Did he give him free agen- 
cy that he might be saved by it? or in other words, 
did be design man’s salvation by these means? If so, 
man will be saved in this way. Has he appointed 
means to co-operate with free agency in the salvation 
of man? If so, we asl, will any contend that God 
would appoint mcans for the accomplishment of an ob- 
ject, when he knew these means would fail of accom- 
plishing it?) No: endif God ever desired the salvation 
of the world, he would not place man in a situatioa 
from which he could not free him. God knew, wher 
he gave man his powers, what effect they would have, 
and unless he designed, or was very willing to have 
him damned forever, he would not place him in a situa- 
tion that would unavoidably lead to this. Men have 
endeavored in this way to make a distinction between 
doctrine. Calvinists end Arminians have taken oppo- 
site grounds. But they are in factone. Is it reasona- 
ble to suppose, that, if God did not design the endless 
misery of man, he would place him ia a path which he 
knew would lead to it? 

When we offer men the character they have given to- 
God they spurn us: and yet they will unfeelingly give 
it to their Maker. Is mam more just than God? Let 
us say with Elihu, ‘ Far be it from God that be should 


}do wickedness, and from the Almighty that he shauld 


commit miquity.’ RICHARDS. 
D+ 
A temperate spirit, and moderate expectations, are 


excellent safeguards of the mind, in this uncertain and 





verses of the 22d chapter of Ke velation.-U. Mag. 


changing state. 























From the Columbian Centiuel. 


Boston, Jan. 16, 1822. 

Sir,—1 wish to call the attention, of the readers of 
your very respectable paper, to a work published at 
Baltimore called the * Unitarian Miscellany or Chris- 
tian Monitor.”? The Editor is the Rev. Mr. Sparks, 
of Baltimore. It is published montbly and contains, | 
trust, as much useful information as any work of the 
kind, and is well calculated to promote the love of 
truth and virtue. Those who are fond of hearing both 
sides of the question, fairly stated, cannot but be delight- 
ed with the masterly manner, in which most of the arti- 
cles in this work ore written. Dr. Mason in his late 
Sermon at New-York in giving directions to his people 
who to choose to supply his place, says ** it would be 
doing the devil injustice to say that Ae was as bad, as 
the liberal Christians.’ Surely ifa man of Dr, Mason’s 
stunding will consent to use language like this—it may 
well become all men, ** to know this Doctrine that is 
so much spoken against.” To that end, sir, I take the 
liberty to recommend this publication, and am with 
much respect a FRIEND TO TRUTH. 

(i ?-Comment on the above we consider wholly un- 
necessary.—L£dilor. 


eT - C 
FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


ON FUTURE PUNISHMENT. 
To the Editor of the Magazine, 

Sir,—I have lately paid considerable attention to 
ecveral essaysin your interesting Magazine, relating to 
clernal punishment; to limited future punishment,— 
aud to no future punishment at all. The doctrine of 
the first, as well as the last mentioned writer, bas by no 
means convinced my mind, as to the truth, or probabil- 
ity of either, From the general tenor of scripture lan- 
guage, it does appear to me a well afllested faci, that 
* God hae appointed a day, in which he will judge the 
world in righfeousness 7? and ‘reward every man ac- 
cording to his works.’ Not that I believe he will pun- 
ish any human being eternally, [since it is impossible for 





a finite being to commit an infuite sin] bat that he will 
punish them for their sins just as far as infinite goodness, 
and wisdom see is just and right. 

Our Saviour, in bis sermon on the mount, has this ex- 
pression, ** And then will I profess unto you I never 
knew you; depart from me, ye who work iniquity.” 
In the 8th chapter of Matthew 11th and 12th verses it 
is recorded, ** And I say unto you, that many shall 
come from the east and the west, and shall sit down 
with Abraham, and Isaac, and Jacob, in the kingdom 
of heaven; but the children of the kingdom [i. e. the 
Jews] shall be cast out into utter darkness; there shall 
be weeping and gnashing of tecth. 

The scriptures, in my opinion, warrant us in the be- 
lief, that there will be a day of refribulion ;—or, in 
other words, a day of judgmen!/. And it is apparent to 


my mind, that the gospel holds forth a system of re- | 


wards and punishments. 
recorded in holy writ, that emphaticaily declare a day 
of judgment is fixed by Almighty God.” ** When the 
son of man shall come in his glory, and al! the holy angels 
with him, then shall he sit upon the throne of his glory: 
aud before him shall be gathered all nations; and he 
shall separate them, one from another, asa ehepherd di- 
videth his sheep from the goats; and he shall set the 
sheep on his right hand, butthe goats on the left. Then 
shal] the king say to those on his right hand, come ye 
blessed of my Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for 
you from the foundation of the world. And why? Be- 
cause | was an hungred and ye gave me meat, &c.— 
‘Then shall be say unto them also on his left hand, de- 
part from-me, ye cursed, into aionion fre, prepared for 
the devil and his angels ; and why? - Becanse I was an 
henered and ye cave no meat, &c, Kc, And he con- 


Numerons are the passages | 
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cludes the chapter thus, and these shall go away into 
aionion (everlasting) punishment, but the righteous into 
life eternal. 

It does appear to my mind, from an impartial read- 





ing, and examination of the scriptures in the original, | 
as well as English version, that the general sentiment | 
pervading the scriptures of truth, is, that if ‘ye do 
these things,” ye shall be rewarded ; if ye do them not, 
ye shall be punished, in proportion to your deserts, For 
God verily hath appointed a day, in which he will judge | 
the world in righteousness, by that man, whom he hath | 
ordained ; whereof he has given us assurance unto all 
men, in that he hath raised him from the dead. 

These, Mr. Editor, are but a few of thé proofs I shall 
bring forward, in defence of the doctrine of limited fu- 
ture punishment. | intend, with your permission to 





defend this opinion against the attaeks of others, who 


subject. I would, however, have it distinetly under- | 
stood, that | am by no means hostile to the 6pinion, 
that God will in due time, ‘ reconcile all things unto 
himself ;? and ultimately introduce every son and davgh- 


ter of Adam, to eternal felicity and glory. 
JUSTITIA. 





REMARKS. 

We can assure our correspondent ‘ Justitia,’ that his 
further communications will be received with pleasure ; 
and we trust that some one of our numerous correspon- 
dents, will give them a candid refutation. — Edilor. 








Cinivkersalist fAlagasine. 


BOSTON, SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 2, 1822. 








‘*] bear them record that they have a zeal of God, but 
not according to knowledge: For they being ignar- 
ant of God’s righteousness, and going about to estab- 
lish their own righteousness, have: not submitted 
themselves to the righteousness of God. —Sr. Paur. 


‘“Be not righteous over much,” is an injunction 
which may be addressed with much propriety to many 
professed christians, who deviate from the example set, 
and principles laid down by the Savionr of mankind. 
We were led into these remarks merely from reading 
a communication in the Christian Watchman of the 19th 
ult. which purports to be a vision of ‘lota,’ the scene 
of which centres in the supposed infernal regions. If 
not too disgusting to the eye and ear of reason and 
common sense, we will bere introduce two of bis clos- 
ing paragraphs. 

It appears some friend of his was permitted to visit 
him in the supposed infernal regions, to whom he gave 
a long account of the situation and horror of the place. 


EXTRACT. 


‘¢ What shall] I say of this werld of sin and damna- 
tion. Who can describe the anguish of the fire that 
is never quenched, of the worm that never dies, of 
weeping, of wailing, of gnashing ofteeth. Hark! these 
multitudes from your world entering our wide gate of 
destruction. Alas! I perceive some amongst them who 
lave perished by my means, companions of my anguish! 
| your endless torments are begun; yeu shall increase 
mine. With what imprecations they approach me, and 
yet some of them flattered me in your world. I must 
desist. You shall be instantly struck at our universal 
anguish and despair. I must be eternally miserable. 
This is hell. a3 

‘* * Weeping, wailing and gnashing of teeth’ burst 
from every quarter like peals of thunder. These were 
succeeded by a sound stil] louder and expressive of more 
exquyite torment and despair; ‘ O eternity! O eterni- 
ty! O eternal woes!? ‘hose horrific scenes awoke 
me and | found myself under impressions which cannot 
be described. May the Lord make me thankful that | 
am yet in the land of mercy and prayer. May he con- 
form me, in sentiments and practice to his blessed 
word, and fit me for associating with the spirits of just 
men made perfect.” 


It willbe wholly unnecessary: to make any further 
remarks on the two paragraphs above copied, than 








12; 
merely to observe, that he awoke, and found all those 
horrors but a dream / /—and such will every person in 
his senses, who is not blinded by prejudice, or fright- 
ened by superstition, receive the opinions above allud- 


| ed to. 


One further remark and we will leave the subject.— 
Our author observes ‘* who can describe the anguish of 
the fire that is never quenched ; of the worm that never 
dies ;—of weeping and wailing, and gnashing of teeth ?”” 
We would answer his interrogation by simply putting 
to him another, ‘* who can describe that place, or that 
scene, which never was beheld, which never existed, 
and which never ean exist, unti] the God of heaven can 
be proved to be unmerciful—instead of infinite in good- 
ness? 

But ‘ Iota’ himsélf tacitly admits the fallacy, and in- 
consistency to the very opinions and arguments he 


may differ—and very honestly differ from me on this | would wish to maintain, by aeknowledging that it was 


only a dream ; that in reality no such place was to be 
found ! 
— 


Our correspondent ‘ John,’ has given us somewhat cf 
a singular explanation of the words of our Saviour, re- 
specting ‘the new birth.’ It seems that Nicodeovus, 
a roler of the Jews, came to our Saviour by night, anc 
said unto him, ‘ Rabbi, we know that thou art a teach- 
er come from God ; for no man can do these miracles. 
except God be with him.’ ‘ Jesus answered and said 
unto him, verily, verily, | say unto thee except a man, 
[or any man] be born again, he cannot see, [or behold} 
the kingdom of God.’ It seems Nicodemus, did pot 
fully understand the words of our Saviour, bow a man 
could be born when he was old. Our Saviour says 
again, ‘ Marvel not that | say unto thee, ye must be 
born again. The wind bloweth, where it listeth, and 
thou hearest the sound thereof, but canst not tell, 
whence it cometh or whether it goeth ;—so is every one 
that is born of the spirit.’ The only difficulty is, what 
are we to understand by the phrase ‘ kingdom of God.° 
This, as we understand it, means no more or less, than 
simply a knowledge of and belief in the gospel he 
preached to mankind ; together with its acknowledged 
principles and blessings. Of a certuinty then, a man 
before he could enter this kindom, must, of necessity, 
be born again, as imbibing new principles, and a new 
belief, contrary to what he had previously entertained. 

He, who is converted to a belief of the doctrines and 
gorpel of our Saviour, and believes in the ‘ only begot- 
ton Son of God’ as the Saviour of the world, is born 
again, and shall have everlasting life-though be may 
not be able to trace his first impressions of the convic- 
tion of this truth to its source, any more than-to the 
wind which bloweth where it listeth; though we see 
the effects of its power, and ‘hear the sound thereof,’ 
like the effects of the pure principles of the gospel, upon - 
the mind, and conduct of mankind. 

Nicodemus was a Jew, and although an exception to 
the generality of his nation, by believing that Jesus was 
*a teacher sent from God,’ he was unable to compre. 
hend the views of our Saviour with respect to recener- 
ation, or, the new birth. The Jews were unwilling to 
receive him, or consider him as the Saviour, and on this 
account he addressed Nicodemus, in the manner he did, 
that unless they changed their views or belief, with re- 
spect to himself and his mission—they could not be 
considered as in the ‘kingdom of God.’ A belief in 
the word of God, or the doctrine of Christ, evidently 
produces this birth, which is attributed, not to the wilt 
of man, but of Ged. In confirmation of this assertion 
a passage from the book of John will tend to strength- 
en our ideas on this subject, viz. that ‘whosoever be- 
lieveth that Jesus is the Christ, is born of God.’ 


Dato 


To Readers-and Correspondents. 


Our Correspondent *P B,” is informed that big 
communication is received, and will he published in 
our’next. 

‘B D,’ ‘Heraclitus,’ ‘ Lay Preacher,’ * W.C.H.” 
‘ Plymouth,’ *‘ Amicus,’ and *‘ W.” are received} and: 
will be attended to. ; 

‘ Amen,’ is not interesting enough’ for our paper. 

_——=EED () Gee 

(‘eIn the Magazine of Jan. 19, we published a mar- 
riage which has’ been taken by mary of ‘our readers for 
the publisher of this paper;.we would inform those who- 
are under this impression, that it is net the publisher of: 
the Magazine, but a worthy friend of the same name. 











who resides in the town of Wellington, Mass. 
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SELECTED. 


TO A DYING INFANT. 


Sleep, little baby! sleep! 
Not in thy cradle bed, 

Not on thy mother’s breast, 

Henceforth shall be thy rest, 
But with the quiet dead. 


Yes—with the quiet dead, 

Baby, thy rest shall be ; 
Oh! many a weary wight, 
Weary of life and light, 

Would fain lie down with thee. 


Flee, little tender nursling ! 

Flee to thy grassy nest, 
There the. first flowers shall blow, 
The first pure flake of snow 

Shall fall upon thy breast. 


Peace! peace! the little bosom 
Labors with short’ning breath— 
Peace! peace! that tremulous sigh 

Speaks his departire nigh— 
Those are the damps of death. 


I’ve seen thee in thy beauty, 
A thing all health and glee ; 
But never then wert thou 
So beautiful, as now, 
Baby! thou seem’st to me. 


Thine up-turn’d eyes glazed over, 
Like hare-belles wet with dew ; 
Already veil’d and hid 
By the convulsed lid, 
Their pupils darkly blue. 


Thy little mouth half open— 
thy soft lip quivering, 

As if (like summer air 

Ruffling the rose leaves) there 
The soul were fluttering. 


Mount up, immortal essence! 
Young spirit! haste, depart— 
And is this death !—dread thing! 
If such thy visiting, 
How beantiful thou art! 


©h! I could gaze forever 
Upon that waxen face: 

So passionless ! so pure! 

The little shrine was sure 
An angel’s dwelling-place. 


Thou weepest, childless mother ! 
Aye weep—’twil] ease thy heart— 
He was thy first-born son, 
Thy frst, thy only one— 
*Tis bard with him to part; 


*Tis hard to lay thy darling 

Deep in the damp cold earth— 
His empty crib to see 
His silent nursery, 

Oace gladsome with bis mirth. 


To meet again in slumber 
His small mouth’s rosy kiss ; 
Then, waken’d with a start 
ton own throbbing heart, 
is twining arms to miss! 


To feel (half conscious why) 
A dull, heart-sinking weight, 
Till mem’ry on thy soul 


Flashes the painful whole, 


That thou art desolate ! 


And then to lie and weep, 

And think the live-long night 
(Feeding thine own distress 
With accurate greediness) 

Of every past delight ; 


Of all his winning ways, 
His pretty playful smiles, 

His joy at sight of thee, 

His tricks, his mimickry, 
And all his little wiles ! 


Oh! these are recollections 

Round mothers’ hearts that cling— 
That mingle with the tears 
And smiles of after years, 

With oft awakening. 








But thou wilt then, fond mother! 

In after years look back, 
(Time brings such wonderous easing) 
With sadness not unpleasing, 

F’en on this gloomy track. 


Thou’lt say—‘‘ My first-born blessing ! 
It almost broke my heart 

When thou wert forc’d to go ; 

And yet, for thee, | know, 
*T was better to depart. 


“ God took thee in his mercy, 
A lamb, untask’d, untry’d ; 
He fought the fight for thee, 
He won the victory, 
And thon art sanctify’d ! 


*¢ | look around, and see 
The evil ways of men; 

And, oh! beloved child! 

I’m more than reconcil’d 
To thy departure then. 


‘© The little arms that clasp’d me, 
_ The innocent lips that prest— 
. “Would they have been as pure 
Till now, as when of yore, 
[ Jull’d thee on my breast ? 


‘* Now (like a dew-drop shrin’d 
Within a crystal stone) 
hou’rt safe in heaven my dove! 
Safe with the Source of Love, 
The Everlasting One. 


* And when the hour arrives 
From flesh that sets me free, 
Tky spirit may await 
The first at heaven’s gate, 
To meet and welcome me.” 
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“ OBJECTIONS TO UNITARIAN CHRIS- 
TIANITY CONSIDERED.” 


(At the solicitation of our respected correspondent 
*“*H. B. who favored us with a communication in 
our last paper, relative to the above—we are induced 
to copy this publication into ourpaper. Our corres- 
pondents will thus be enabled to view it in all its 





parts, and determine, whether the doctrine ** be of | 


God,” or of men. The present extract wil] contain 
but a part of the work ; but we shal] continue to ex- 
tract from it, ti}l the whole is inserted ;—which will 
enable our various patrons and correspondents, to re- 
ply to any part thereef, that may appear objectionable 
to the cause and principles of God’s universal and 
impartial goodness to his creatures. 


It is due te truth, and a just deference to our fellow | 
' christians, to take notice of objections which are cur- 


rently made to our particular views of religion; nor 
ought we to dismiss such objections, as unworthy of at- 
tention; on accourft of their supposed lightness ; be- 
cause what is light to us, may weigh with 
our neighbor, and truth may suffer from obstructions 
which.a few explanations might remove. It is to be 
feared that those christians, who are called Unitarian, 
have been wanting in thisduty. Whilst they have met 
the laboréd arguments of their opponents fully and fuir- 
ly, they have overlooked the loose, vague, indefinite 
objections, which float through the community, and 
operate more on ¢cofmmon minds than formal reasoning. 
On some of thesedhjéections, remarks will now be of- 
fered; and it is hoped that our plainness of speech will 
not be construed into severity, or our strictures on dif- 
ferent systems be ascribed to a desire of retaliation. It 
cannot be expected, that we shall repel with indiffer- 
ence, what seems to us reproaches on some of the most 
important and consoling views of christianity. Believ- 
ing that the truths, which through Ged’s good provi- 
dence we are called to maintain, are necessary to the 
vindication of the divine character, and to the preva- 
lence of a more enlightened and exalted piety, we are 
bound to assert them earnestly, and to speak freely of 
the opposite errors which now disfigure christianity.— 
We trust, however, that when it is remembered, with 


much 





| same being. 


what language and feelings our Views are assailed; we 
shall not be thought unwarrantably warm in their de- 
fence.—What then are the principal objections to Uni- 
tarian Christianity ? 

1. It is objected to us, that we deny the divinity of 
Jesus Christ. Now what does this objection mean? 
What are we to understand by the divinity of Christ 2 
Jn the sense in which many christians, and perhaps a 
mejority, interpret it, we do not deny it, but believe it 
as firmly as themselves. We believe firmly in the di- 
vintly of Christ’s mission and office, that he spoke with 
divine authority, and was a bright image of the dirine 
perfections. We believe that God dwelt in him, mani- 
fested himself through him, taught men by him, and 
communicated to him his spirit without measure. We 
| believe that Jesus Christ was the most glorious display, 





}expression, and representative of God to mankind, so 
that in seeing and knowing him, we see and know the 
invisible Father; so that when Christ came, God visit- 
ed the world and dwelt with men more conspicuously 
than at any former period. In Christ’s word we hear 
God speaking; in his miracles we behold God acting ; 
in his character and life we see an unsullied image of 
God's purity and love. We believe, then, in the divin- 
ity of Christ, as this term is often and properly used. 
How then, it may be asked, do we differ from other 
christians? We differ in this important respect. Whilst 
we honor Christ as the Son, representative, and image 
of the supreme God, we do not helieve him to be the sue 
preme God himself. We maintain, that Christ and 
God are distinc! beings, two beings, not one and the 
same being. On this point a little repetition may be 
pardoned, for many good christians, after the contro- 
versies of ages, misunderstand the precise difference be- 
tween us and themselves. Trinitarians teach, that 
Jesus Christ is the supreme and infinite God, and that 
he and his Father are not only one in affection, coun- 
se] and will, but are strictly and literally one and ‘he 
Now to us this doctrine is most unscrip- 
tural and irrational. We say that the Son cannot be 
the same being with his own Father, that he, who was 
sent into the world to save it, cannot be the living God 
who sent him. The language of Jesus is explicit and 
unqualified. “| came not to do mine own will.” “| 
came not from myself.’ ‘*] came from God.” Now 
we affirm, and this is our chief heresy, that Jesus wis 
not and could not be the God from whom he came, but 
was another being; and it amwezes us, that any can re- 
sist this simple truth. The doctrine, that Jesus, who 
was born at Bethlehem; who ate and drank andslept ; 
who suffered and was crucified ; who came from God; 
who prayed to God; who did God's will; and who 
said, on leaving the world, “1 ascend to my Father 
and your Father to my God and your God;”’ the doc- 
trine that this Jesus was the supreme God himself, and 
the same being witb his Father, this sé€ms to us a con- 
tradiction to reason and scripture so flagrant, that the 
simple statement of it is a sufficient refutation. We 
are often charged with degrading Christ ; butif this re- 


(proach belong to any christians, it falls, we fear, on 


those who accuse him of teaching a doctrine so contra- 
dictory, and so subversive of the supremacy of our 
heavenly Father. Certainly our humble and devout 
Master has given no ground for this accusation. He 
always expressed towards Ged the reverence of a Son. 
He habitually distinguished himself from God. He re- 
fered io God all his powers. He said without limita- 
tion or reserve, ‘* The Father is greater than 1.” ‘** Of 
myself | can do nothing.” If to represent Christ as a 
being distinct from God, and as inferior to him, be to 
degrade him, then Jet our opponents lay the guilt, 
where it belongs, not on us, but on our Master, whose 
language we borrow, in whose very words we express 
our sentiments, whose words we dare not trifle with 
and force from their plain sense. Qur limits will not al- 
low us to say more; but we ask common christians, 
who have taken their opinions from the Bible rather 
than from human systems, to look honestly into their 
own minds, and to answer frankly, whether they have 
not understood and believed Christ’s divinity, in the 
sense maintained by us, rather than in that for which 
‘Trinitarlans contend. 





(To be continued.) 








